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PROJECT AREA COLLISIONS & PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Robertson, Justin
Subject: FW: ATP involvement inquiry - Glendale
Date: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 8:22:24 AM


Good morning Justin,
 
The CCC is able to assist this project with items 12, 13, 23 and 26 of the Engineer’s information.
Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching us. Should this project
receive funding, please contact Edgar Lino (edgar.lino@ccc.ca.gov), our local project manager.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


 


From: Robertson, Justin [mailto:JRobertson@Glendaleca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 2:33 PM
To: inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Cc: Zohrehvand, Fred <FZohrehvand@Glendaleca.gov>; Kamali, Arezoo <AKamali@Glendaleca.gov>
Subject: ATP involvement inquiry - Glendale
 
Hello,
 
This is a request for the participation of the Corps in an Infrastructure project, for which we are
requesting funds through ATP Cycle 3.
 


Project Title: Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II
Project Description:
This represents part two of a three-phase package of first/last-mile improvements in and around the
Glendale Transportation Center. This project will provide critical access for regional commuters by
improving facilities and wayfinding for bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit riders in one of Glendale's
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densest, highest-need, and highest-potential neighborhoods. Proposed interventions, including high-
visibility crosswalks, new Class II, III, and IV bikeways, multimodal wayfinding, pedestrian-scale
lighting, and accessible curb ramps will make walking, bicycling, and public transit safer, easier,
and more pleasant, promoting improved health outcomes, air quality, and regional connectivity.
 
See the attached Project Location map. A preliminary schedule and estimate are also attached, and
are subject to change.
 
Please let me know if either of your organizations will be able to participate in this project.
 
Best,
 
Justin
--
Justin Robertson, Planning Assistant | City of Glendale | Community Development Department
633 E. Broadway, Rm. 300 | Glendale, CA 91206 | (818) 937-8308 |  jrobertson@glendaleca.gov
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For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 


Get Adobe Reader Now! 
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From: Active Transportation Program
To: Robertson, Justin
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Zohrehvand, Fred; Kamali, Arezoo
Subject: Re: ATP involvement inquiry - Glendale
Date: Monday, June 06, 2016 1:53:23 PM



Hello Justin,



Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project.
Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.



Thank you,
Dominique



On Fri, Jun 3, 2016 at 2:32 PM, Robertson, Justin <JRobertson@glendaleca.gov> wrote:



Hello,



 



This is a request for the participation of the Corps in an Infrastructure project, for which we
are requesting funds through ATP Cycle 3.



 



Project Title: Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II



Project Description:



This represents part two of a three-phase package of first/last-mile improvements in and
around the Glendale Transportation Center. This project will provide critical access for
regional commuters by improving facilities and wayfinding for bicyclists, pedestrians, and
transit riders in one of Glendale's densest, highest-need, and highest-potential
neighborhoods. Proposed interventions, including high-visibility crosswalks, new Class II,
III, and IV bikeways, multimodal wayfinding, pedestrian-scale lighting, and accessible curb
ramps will make walking, bicycling, and public transit safer, easier, and more pleasant,
promoting improved health outcomes, air quality, and regional connectivity.



 



See the attached Project Location map. A preliminary schedule and estimate are also
attached, and are subject to change.



 



Please let me know if either of your organizations will be able to participate in this project.
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Best,



 



Justin



--



Justin Robertson, Planning Assistant | City of Glendale | Community Development Department



633 E. Broadway, Rm. 300 | Glendale, CA 91206 | (818) 937-8308 |  jrobertson@glendaleca.gov



 



-- 



Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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1. Los Feliz Road at City Limits, looking southwest into Atwater Village (City of Los
Angeles).


2. Los Feliz Road at Gardena Avenue, looking northeast.


Glendale Train Station Regional 1st/Last Mile Improvements - Phase II 
PHOTO EXHIBIT







 


3. Los Feliz Road between Gardena Avenue and San Fernando Road, looking northeast. 


 


4. Los Feliz Road at San Fernando Road, looking southeast. 


 


  







 


5. Glendale Transportation Center - Metrolink/Amtrak Rail, Metro Bus, Glendale Beeline 
Bus - at Cerritos Avenue/Gardena Avenue (red pin). 


 


6. Cerritos Avenue at Gardena Avenue, looking southwest. 


 


7. Gardena Avenue between Cerritos Avenue and Central Avenue, looking northwest. 







 


8. Central Avenue between Gardena Avenue and Gardena Avenue, looking northeast. 


 


9. Gardena Avenue between Central Avenue and Los Feliz Road, looking northwest. 


 


 







 


10. S Central Avenue at San Fernando Road, Looking at southwest 


 


11. S Central Avenue at Gardena Avenue, looking northeast. 







 


12. Los Feliz Road at Gardena Avenue, looking at southwest 


 


13. Los Feliz Road at City Limits, looking northeast 


 







 


 


14. S Central Avenue and Gardena Avenue Intersection 


 























































































































Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost- Cycle 3

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				City of Glendale																		Date:		6/15/16

		Project Description:						Bicycle & pedestrian improvements around Glendale Transportation Center

		Project Location:						34°07'25.2"N 118°15'32.3"W

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																		Carter, Kevin						License #:				C44665



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)																Cost Breakdown



																		ATP Eligible Costs/Items				ATP Ineligible Costs/Items 				Corps/CCC
to construct



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization								LS				$0		91%		$0		9%		$0				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Traffic Control								LS				$0		91%		$0		9%		$0						$0

		3		Stormwater Protection Plan								LS				$0		91%		$0		9%		$0						$0

		4										LS				$0		91%		$0		9%		$0						$0

		5														$0		91%		$0		9%		$0						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)

		6		Pavement Removal						667		CY		$100.00		$66,667		100%		$66,667		0%		$0						$0

		7		Over Excavation of Sub-grade (2"-6")						133		CY		$100.00		$13,333		100%		$13,333		0%		$0						$0

		8		Crushed  Miscellaneous Base (CMB)						133		TON		$75.00		$9,984		100%		$9,984		0%		$0						$0

		9		Asphalt Concrete Pavement (Surface and Base Course)						50		TON		$100.00		$5,000		100%		$5,000		0%		$0						$0

		10		Construct Integral P.C.C. Curb And Gutter 						2105		LF		$75.00		$157,875		100%		$157,875		0%		$0						$0

		11		Construct 4-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Sidewalk and Curb Ramp)						2425		SF		$15.00		$36,375		100%		$36,375		0%		$0						$0

		12		Construct 4-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Stamped at Traffic Median)						1580		LF		$20.00		$31,600				$0		100%		$31,600						$0

		13		Construct 4-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Stamped at Bike Lane Median)						2870		LF		$20.00		$57,400		100%		$57,400		0%		$0						$0

		14		Construct 5-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Residential Driveway Sidewalk and Apron)						1000		SF		$17.00		$17,000		100%		$17,000		0%		$0						$0

		15		Construct 6-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Commercial Driveway Sidewalk and Apron)						1000		SF		$18.00		$18,000		100%		$18,000		0%		$0						$0

		16		Construct 8-Inch P.C.C. Pavement (Bus Pad and Local Depression)						1000		SF		$20.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		17		Install Cast-In-Place Detectable Warning Surface on ADA Curb Ramps						60		SF		$85.00		$5,100		100%		$5,100		0%		$0						$0

		18		Install THERMO PLASTIC Zebra Cross Walk With 24-Inch Wide Solid White Longitudinal Lines Spaced 24-Inches Apart						2352		SF		$5.00		$11,760		100%		$11,760		0%		$0						$0

		19		Install THERMO PLASTIC white "SHARROW" pavement markings per California MUTCD Part 9, Figure 9C-104(CA) and per City of Glendale Sharrow Placement Standards						40		EA		$250.00		$10,000		100%		$10,000		0%		$0						$0

		20		Furnish and Install “BIKE ROUTE” D11-1 Sign Onto Post/Light Standard						9		EA		$200.00		$1,800		100%		$1,800		0%		$0						$0

		21		Install THERMO PLASTIC 4-inch Wide Solid Line						2170		LF		$2.00		$4,340		100%		$4,340		0%		$0						$0

		22		Install THERMOPLASTIC 6-inch Wide White Bike Lane Line Per Caltrans Standard Plan No A20d, Detail 39.						970		LF		$2.50		$2,425		100%		$2,425		0%		$0						$0

		23		Install THERMOPLASTIC 6-inch Wide White Bike Lane Line Per Caltrans Standard Plan No A20d, Detail 39.						930		LF		$3.00		$2,790		100%		$2,790		0%		$0						$0

		24		Install THERMOPLASTIC White Bike Lane Arrow Pavement Markings Per Caltrans Standard Plan No. A24a and Install Bike Lane Symbol Pavement Markings Per Caltrans Standard Plan No. A24c.						12		EA		$250.00		$3,000		100%		$3,000		0%		$0						$0

		25		Furnish and Install “BIKE LANE” R81(CA) Sign Onto Post/Light Standard						4		EA		$200.00		$800		100%		$800		0%		$0						$0

		26		Furnish and Install Signal Arm to Exisiting Pole						1		LS		$15,000.00		$15,000		100%		$15,000		0%		$0						$0



		Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)

		27		Shade Trees				F		23		EA		$700.00		$16,100		100%		$16,100		0%		$0						$0

		28		Median Tress				D		3		EA		$700.00		$2,100		0%		$0		100%		$2,100						$0

		29		Remove Trees				F		1		EA		$2,000.00		$2,000		100%		$2,000		0%		$0						$0

		30		Irrigation / Water Connection						0		LS				$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		31		Furnish and Install BICYCLE / PEDESTRIAN WAYFINDING sign onto post/light Standard				F		8		EA		$500.00		$4,000		100%		$4,000		0%		$0						$0

		32		Furnish and Install LED Pedestrian-Scale Lighting				F		39		EA		$5,000.00		$195,000		100%		$195,000		0%		$0						$0

		33		Furnish and Install Conduit for LED Lighting				F		5000		LF		$15.00		$75,000		100%		$75,000		0%		$0						$0

		34		Furnish and Install Combination LED Pedestrian-Scale/Roadway Lighting (GWP cost estimate, inclusive)				M		8		EA		$12,500.00		$100,000		50%		$50,000		50%		$50,000						$0

		Subtotal of Construction Items:														$884,449				$800,749				$83,700						$0

																				$40,037		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												15.00%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$132,667				$120,112				$12,555

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$1,017,117				$920,862				$96,255



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):												$   47,406						$42,920				$4,486										$   (78.00)

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):												$   142,218						$128,759				$13,459				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   189,624						$171,679				$17,945				19%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)																																41

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   -						$0				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   -						$0				$0										928



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   95,000						$86,010				$8,990				9%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$284,624						$257,689				$26,935										$   1,111.00



		Total Construction Costs:												$1,112,117						$1,006,871				$105,245

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$1,301,741						$1,178,550				$123,190										25.6666666667



		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

		Item Number(s):				Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)

		12				Modifications to the existing traffic median are necessary to accommodate the protected bikeway. However, aesthetic improvements to the traffic median (stamped pavement) are non-functional relative to the bikeway improvements, and are therefore considered non-eligible expenses.

		28				Modifications to the existing traffic median are necessary to accommodate the protected bikeway without widening the roadway. However, aesthetic improvements to the traffic median (3 trees) are non-functional relative to the bikeway improvements, and are therefore considered non-eligible expenses.

		34				Traffic median improvements to accommodate the protected bikeway requires replacing existing roadway lighting along the traffic median with combination pedestrian/roadway lights on the sidewalk; as the proposed combination lighting will include one globe for each purpose - roadway vs sidewalk - 50% of these costs are non-eligible expenses.
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DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles only)		EA

				Street Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Conduit and Boxes		LF or LS		Option stand-alone item (can be part of lighting)







		Landscaping Items

				Transplant Tree		EA		No Palm Trees allowed. Average $400

				Tree Well		EA		average $600

				Remove Tree 		EA		Small trees are accounted for in clearing and grubbing (5" diameter or smaller) $700 to $800

				Tree Grate		EA		average $350

				Fall Tree		EA		average $1,000

				 











		Other Miscellaneous Items

				Minor Concrete (Minor Structure)		CY		average $1200

				6' Retaining Wall		CY		6' tall L shape wall 0.60 cy/lf.  Average $800

				4' Retaining Wall		CY		4' tall L shape wall 0.45 cy/lf.  Average $700



				Ped/Bike Bridge		EA





				Roadway Drainage		LS

				Chain Link Fence

				Iron / Decorative Fence







image1.png



image2.emf

Add a line






Add a line







 
 
 
June 3, 2016 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty 
Director 
California Department of Transportation  
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II Active 


Transportation Program (ATP) Application  


Dear Director Dougherty: 


The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is pleased to support the 


Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 funding request for the Glendale Train Station 1st/Last 


Mile Regional Improvements Phase II in the City of Glendale. The project will provide critical access 


for regional commuters by improving facilities and wayfinding for bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit 


riders in one of Glendale's densest, most disadvantaged, and highest-potential neighborhoods.  


Metro is committed to promoting sustainable transportation through the implementation of policies, 


programs, and projects that increase safety and mobility, enhance public health, and help achieve 


greenhouse gas reduction goals across all of our communities. Active transportation is key to 


achieving these outcomes.  


In furthering these regional goals, Metro has developed multiple initiatives and programs to address 


issues associated with bicycling and walking trips, including the Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 


Complete Streets Policy, Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy, First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, Safe 


Routes to School Pilot Program, and financial commitments as part of our 2009 Long Range 


Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP) and biannual Call for Projects. Metro implements these policies as 


part of a larger regional effort to support the Southern California Association of Governments’ 2016-


2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS) which 


identifies active transportation as key to addressing Southern California’s mobility challenges. 


This project is consistent with the 2009 LRTP and the 2016 RTP/SCS, as well as the shared priorities 


and goals of our agency and the ATP.  We endorse the City of Glendale’s efforts and contribution 


towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request a favorable consideration of the 


Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II for ATP funding. 


Sincerely, 


 


 
Phillip A. Washington 
Chief Executive Officer
 











 


 


 


 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty 
Director 
California Department of Transportation 
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) Application 
 
The City of Glendale is submitting an Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 funding request for the Glendale 
Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements Phase II in the City of Glendale.  Walk Bike Glendale 
wholeheartedly supports this proposed project, as it will directly contribute to our organization’s commitment to 
making Glendale a City where everyone feels safe to walk and bike.  
 
Walk Bike Glendale, a local chapter of the Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition, was formed shortly after adoption 
of the Safe and Healthy Streets Plan in 2011, the City’s first policy document focused on bicycling and walking. We 
advocate for vibrant and safer places to walk and bike, promote walking and bicycling as fun and sustainable 
alternatives to driving, educate to increase safety on our streets, and inspire the community to get involved and 
make a difference. Here are a few of the reasons we support this funding project for  Glendale:  
 


● It expands first-mile/last-mile access, reduces vehicle miles traveled, and “completes” area streets. It 
promotes walking, bicycling, and public transit as safe, viable, healthful, and cost-effective alternatives for 
local and regional travelers alike. 


● Pedestrian improvements: wayfinding, lighting, and high-visibility crosswalks; widened sidewalks 
● Bicycle facilities: new Class II, III, and IV bikeways 


 
The Tropico First-Mile/Last-Mile Improvements Project will improve multimodal safety, equity, and health in 
Glendale by outlining community-developed infrastructure improvements and by greatly enhancing efforts to 
address high pedestrian and bicycle accident rates along Glendale's auto-oriented streets.  
 
The City of Glendale is making a commitment to actively improve the City’s infrastructure to be more walkable, 
bikeable, and safer for all modes of transportation. The Walk Bike Glendale strongly supports the City of Glendale 
Tropico First-Mile/Last-Mile Improvements Project for consideration of funding. Do not hesitate to contact me or 
any representative from Walk Bike Glendale if you have any questions or require additional information. 


 
 
Steven Nancarrow, Chair 
Walk Bike Glendale 
walkbikeglendale@gmail.com  
www.walkbikeglendale.org 







Go Glendale        400 N Brand Blvd, Suite 160        Glendale, CA  91203           818-543-7641        goglendale.org 
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Veronica Avila 
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Jones Lang LaSalle 


  


Secretary 


Lisa Barone 


McCarthy Cook & Co. 
 


June 9, 2016 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty  


Director  


California Department of Transportation  


1120 N Street, MS 49  


Sacramento, CA 95814  


 


RE: Letter of Support for Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional 


Improvements Phase II Active Transportation Program (ATP) Application   


 


Dear Director Dougherty:  


Go Glendale enthusiastically supports the Active Transportation Program 


(ATP) Cycle 3 funding request for the Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile 


Regional Improvements Phase II in the City of Glendale. The project will 


provide critical access for regional commuters and local residents by 


improving facilities and wayfinding for bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit 


riders in one of Glendale's most disadvantaged and highest-potential 


neighborhoods.   


 


As Glendale’s transportation management association, Go Glendale works 


closely with employers and residents in the City to encourage the use of 


transit, ridesharing and active modes of transportation. The train station 


offers an important regional connection, and our members will greatly 


benefit from the increased accessibility that this ATP funding can provide. 


The area within one mile of the train station is increasingly dense with 


housing and employment, and the station could be easily accessed by 


many residents and commuters by bike or on foot if safe and well-marked 


routes were made available.  


 


On behalf of Go Glendale’s Board of Directors and myself, I hope you will 


fund this exciting and timely project for the City of Glendale.  


Sincerely, 


Erika Kampe 


Executive Director, Go Glendale 
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Metro Call for Projects 2015 
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Glendale Train Station 1st/Last Mile Regional Improvements 
Color Photos of the Project Site 


 


1. Los Feliz Road at City Limits, looking southwest into Atwater Village (City of Los 
Angeles). 


 


2. Los Feliz Road at Gardena Avenue, looking northeast. 


  







 


3. Los Feliz Road between Gardena Avenue and San Fernando Road, looking northeast. 


 


4. Los Feliz Road at San Fernando Road, looking southeast. 


 


  







 


5. Glendale Transportation Center - Metrolink/Amtrak Rail, Metro Bus, Glendale Beeline 
Bus - at Cerritos Avenue/Gardena Avenue (red pin). 


 


6. Cerritos Avenue at Gardena Avenue, looking southwest. 


 


7. Gardena Avenue between Cerritos Avenue and Central Avenue, looking northwest. 







 


8. Central Avenue between Gardena Avenue and Gardena Avenue, looking northeast. 


 


9. Gardena Avenue between Central Avenue and Los Feliz Road, looking northwest. 


 


 







 


10. S Central Avenue at San Fernando Road, Looking at southwest 


 


11. S Central Avenue at Gardena Avenue, looking northeast. 







 


12. Los Feliz Road at Gardena Avenue, looking at southwest 


 


13. Los Feliz Road at City Limits, looking northeast 


 







 


 


14. S Central Avenue and Gardena Avenue Intersection 
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62  Findings: Ridership Changes 


6 FINDINGS: RIDERSHIP CHANGES  This chapter summarizes the research findings related to the question of whether the facilities attract more cyclists. The question of increased levels of bicycling is answered here using three types of data: pre- and post-construction counts, intercept surveys of bicyclists, and resident surveys.  Overall count data show a substantial increase in ridership across all facilities within the first year of installation. Table 6-1 shows bicyclist count changes between the pre- and post-construction phases, averaging both the city count data and our video count data for the post-construction phase, as explained in Section 4.3.  The magnitude of change varies considerably between facilities. The count data reveal a positive trend, however, no clear pattern with respect to the existence of a striped bike lane in the pre-construction period versus no pre-existing bike lane (Figure 6-1). Results from the intercept survey suggest that fewer bicyclists on the routes with striped lanes prior to construction would have taken another route or mode previously, and that higher shares were already cycling on those streets before construction. The two one-way streets with two-way facilities (Rio Grande and Dearborn, shown in blue in the figure) saw the largest increase (as expected since bicycles can now travel in two directions).  
Table 6-1. Overview of Change in Ridership  


City Facility 


Pre-
Existing 


Bike 
Facility 


Increase 
(City 


Counts*) 


Increase  
(Video 


Analysis**) 


Average 
Count 


Increase 


Citywide 
Increase 


2010 -
2012*** 


Survey:  
share of 


cyclists who 
ride "more 
frequently 


Austin 


Barton Springs No 58% n/a 58% 


39% 


39% 


Bluebonnet Bike Lane 46% n/a 46% n/a 


Rio Grande Bike Lane 126% n/a 126% 79% 


Chicago 
Dearborn No 126% 215% 171% 


21% 
86% 


Milwaukee Bike Lane 4% 38% 21% 31% 


Portland NE Multnomah  Bike Lane 39% 97% 68% 10% 51% 


San Francisco 
Oak No n/a n/a n/a 


10% 
44% 


Fell Bike Lane 50% 42% 46% 28% 


Washington, 
D.C. 


L Street No 67% 63% 65% 31% 66% 


     Overall: 75%   


*City Counts considers pre- and post-installation counts conducted by the City 
**Video Analysis also uses pre-installation counts conducted by the City, and compares them with post-installation counts 
from the study team’s video review.  
***Change in number of workers commuting by bicycle, based on American Community Survey 2010 and 2012 1-year 
estimates. Note that the margins of error for the ACS data are not considered.  
 The range in changes in bicyclist volumes may be due as much to the context in each city’s network as the specific design of each facility.  For example, Oak and Fell Streets in San Francisco were well-known bicycle routes prior to the new lanes because of the lack of good alternatives; they function 
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Conclusions  137 


12 CONCLUSIONS The overall objective of this research is to evaluate U.S. protected bicycle lanes (cycle tracks) in terms of their use, perception, benefits, and impacts. This research examines protected bicycle lanes in five cities: Austin, TX; Chicago, IL; Portland, OR; San Francisco, CA; and Washington, D.C., using video, surveys of intercepted bicyclists and nearby residents, and count data. The key findings of this research are summarized below. 
12.1  Changes in Ridership The research evaluated the change in people bicycling on the protected lanes using observed count data prior to and after installation.  


• The analysis estimated that ridership increased from +21% to +171% within one year of building the protected lanes. The increases appear to be greater than overall increases in bicycle commuting in each city.  
• The wide range of the increases is explained by context of the facility in each city’s network and the existing number of cyclists using the route. These factors influence whether new bicyclists are using the route, diverting from other routes, or would have biked on that route anyway, and, therefore, the magnitude of the change.  Established routes (e.g. Milwaukee) that are key connections saw lower growth than new connections (e.g. Dearborn). 
• Counts were taken not long after the lanes were implemented (one year or less) and it is not clear how ridership will change over time.  It is reasonable to expect that as people learn about the facilities, and if complementary routes create fuller networks of protected facilities, ridership would continue to increase, perhaps more from new riders rather than existing riders changing routes.  The responses from the survey provide some insight into how much of the increase in ridership at each facility likely came from new riders (i.e., riders who, absent the protected bike lane, would have travelled via a different mode or would not have taken the trip) and some from riders diverted from other nearby streets (i.e., riders who were attracted to the route because of the facility, but would have chosen to ride a bicycle for that trip regardless).   
• Overall, about 10% of the intercepted cyclists stated that they would have made the trip they were making by another mode and 1% would not have made the trip, indicating that there are some new riders attracted to the facilities. The remainder would have bicycled on a different route (24%) or the same route (65%).  
• Bicyclists self-reported that they rode more frequently on the facility after installation. Just over 49% of bicyclists indicated that they were traveling on the respective routes more frequently than they were prior to protected lanes. The percentage ranged between 28% for Fell Street in San Francisco and 31% for Milwaukee Avenue in Chicago and 86% for Dearborn Street, where the street appears to be much more attractive for bicycling than it was before and now accommodates two-way riding. 
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138  Conclusions 


• Nearly a quarter of bicyclists intercepted on the facilities stated that their overall frequency of bicycling increased because of the new protected lanes. On Dearborn Street, over half of respondents indicated that their bicycling had increased because of the new protected bike lanes, while Barton Springs, Rio Grande, Milwaukee and L Street all had around a third of respondents state the same. 
12.2  Safety  Safety of protected lanes is a composite of the travel along the segment and at intersections.  Safety can be assessed in two ways: observed measures such as crashes, or surrogate measures such as conflicts and perceptions. Perceptions of safety are likely to influence individuals’ decisions on whether and when to use a facility.  For this research, changes in perceived safety are derived from the surveys of residents living nearby the facility and from bicyclists intercepted along the facility. Due to the very recent installation dates, reported crash data were not available for analysis on most of the facilities. Thus most of the analysis of observed safety comes from the video data for conflicts and near misses. Overall we did not observe any notable safety problems, and survey respondents had strong feelings that safety had improved.  Taken together, these findings (when combined with the results of prior work) suggest that concerns about safety should not inhibit the installation and development of protected bike lanes—though intersection design does matter, and must therefore be carefully considered. 
12.2.1 Stated Perceptions of Safety There was consistent evidence that the protected facilities improved the perception of safety for people on bicycles. This perception held for both cyclists intercepted riding on the facilities and for residents. Perceptions of the change to the safety of driving and walking on the facility were more varied.   


• Nearly every intercepted bicyclist (96%) and 79% of residents stated that the installation of the protected lane increased the safety of bicycling on the street. These strong perceptions of improved safety did not vary substantially between the cities, despite the different designs used.  
• Nearly nine out of 10 (89%) intercepted bicyclists agreed that the protected facilities were “safer” than other facilities in their city. A higher percentage of women agreed (93%) with this statement than men (87%) 
• Perceptions of the safety of driving on the facility were more varied. Overall, 37% thought the safety of driving had increased; 30% thought there had been no change; 26% thought safety decreased; and 7% had no opinion. The perceptions varied by facility.  
• Perceptions of the safety of the walking environment after the installation of the protected lanes were also varied, but were more positive than negative. Overall, 33% thought safety increased; 48% thought there had been no change; 13% thought safety decreased; and 6% had no opinion. These perceptions varied by facility.  
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marking indicates conflict, 26% think that the marks the space for bicycles only, and 15% don’t know.  One design approach is to separate the conflicting movements of turning motor vehicles and through bicycles using signal phasing. By doing so, if all road users comply, there should be no conflicts. This option was used in Chicago on the two-way facility. Compliance rates by drivers and bicycles to the traffic control were comparable and users appeared to comprehend the design.  
• At the three intersections on Dearborn studied with bicycle traffic signals, 77-93% of observed bicyclists complied with the signal and 84-92% of observed motorists complied with the left-turn signal. 
• At the three Chicago intersections where signal phases for bicycle and motor vehicles are completely separated, 2-6% of motorists started to attempt a turn on the red arrow but then waited in the intersection or crosswalk. This could be a result of some minor confusion (either mistaking the through green or bike signal green for turning movement) or just aggressive driving. 


12.4 Support for the Protected Lane Concept Support for the protected lanes among residents was generally strong.  
• Three in four residents (75%) said they would support building more protected bike lanes at other locations. This support was strong even among residents who reported “car/truck” as their primary commute mode (69% agreement). 
• Overall, 91% of surveyed residents agreed with the statement, “I support separating bikes from cars.” This agreement was high among primary users of all modes (driving, walking, transit, and bicycling). 
• Younger respondents were more likely to have a positive view of the changes, while older respondents were somewhat more likely to feel that the safety of driving had been negatively affected, somewhat less likely to think the lanes made bicycling safer, and have somewhat less support for building protected bike lanes at other locations. 


12.5 Potential to Attract New Riders Based on earlier work and answers to survey questions, residential respondents were assigned into a “cyclist typology” (Geller, 2009; Dill and McNeil, 2012). Residents were grouped into four categories: Strong and Fearless, Enthused and Confident, Interested but Concerned, and No Way No 
How. Attitudes toward the protected bike lanes were examined for differences among the four types.  


• Of all respondents to the resident survey, nearly two-thirds agreed with the statement, “I would be more likely to ride a bicycle if motor vehicles and bicycles were physically separated by a barrier.” Agreement was higher for residents in the Interested but Concerned segment (85%).  



jrobertson

Highlight







 


142  Conclusions 


• Interested but Concerned residents had the highest perception of improved safety due to the installation of the protected lanes and the highest agreement with the statement, “I support separating bikes from cars.” 
• Among bicyclists, both men and women indicated that the amount they are riding a bicycle overall has increased because of the protected bike lanes, but the increase was larger for women. 


12.6 Perceptions of People Driving  The specific impacts to motor vehicle travel vary between the cities, depending on the before-and-after context. In general, motorists like the separation of bikes, but have some negative reactions to how changes impact driving. 
• Asked if the protected bike lanes had changed the predictability of roadway users, 53% of those who had driven a motor vehicle on the street stated the predictability of bicycles and motorists had increased. This suggests support for the clear ordering of the street space for all users. 
• Only 14% of respondents indicated that they ever avoided driving on the street because of the protected bikeway. Dearborn Street and Milwaukee Avenue in Chicago had the highest rates of respondents indicating they had avoided those streets (about one-third). 
• About 31% of residents who drove on the street stated that since the protected bike lanes were built the amount of time it takes to drive on this street has increased, 10% indicated it decreased, and 59% indicated no change. Similarly, when asked about the impact of the protected bike lanes on traffic congestion, 36% of respondents indicated that it has been “negative” while 11% said “positive.” For both these measures, the negative perceptions were much higher in Chicago. 
• Parking is a key issue when street space is reassigned and cities. The impact to parking was the most negative perception, with about 30-55% of residents indicating the impacts to parking were negative, even in cases where a minimal amount of parking was removed, or parking was increased.   


12.7  Impacts to Neighborhood Desirability and Economic Activity On the resident and bicycle surveys, questions were asked to provide insight into the impact of the protected lanes on neighborhood desirability and economic activity. The key conclusions are: 
• Nearly three times as many residents felt that the protected bike lanes had led to an increase in the desirability of living in their neighborhood, as opposed to a decrease in desirability (43% vs 14%). The remainder stated there had been no change in desirability. 
• Over half the residents surveyed (56%) felt that the street works better for “all people” due to the protected bike lanes, while only 26% felt the street works less well. 
• Approximately 19% of intercepted bicyclists and 20% of residents who had bicycled on the street stated that how often they stop at shops and businesses increased after the 
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Traffic Data – Bicycle Counts 


Bicycle counts  conducted: 5/25/2010;  April – September 2011 average). Location: Bet. West 91st and West 90th Streets 


56% increase in weekday volumes 
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NOTES


LIMITATIONS


APPLICATION


PURPOSE


1. Where practical, the backside
of B-102 signs features a
thematic image.


2. On poles with existing bike
route and parking signs, install
above the existing signs.


1. Line length is limited to 20
characters.


2. The font size and arrow size 
may not be reduced.


3. Layouts with three arrows are
discouraged.


4. Order of directional group 
listing: 
left, right, straight.


5. Order of destinations with
directional groups: fi rst 
encountered, fi rst listed.


Use this sign type on greenways 
at street intersections or wherever 
cyclists and pedestrians need 
primary directions. This sign 
should be placed perpendicular 
to the roadway, approximately 
25 to 50 feet in advance the 
intersection.


B-102 signs provide primary 
directions for cyclists and 
pedestrians along designated 
greenways.


B-102
BIKE PATH DIRECTIONAL


Not to ScalePHOTO RENDERING


1/2”= 1’-0”ELEVATION


Maple Park & 1.0
 Community Center


Carr Park 1.2


Miles


Central Park 0.2
 Library &
 Adult Rec Center


Post Office 0.5


1 1/2”= 1’-0”LAYOUT


Maple Park & 1.0
 Community Center


Carr Park 1.2


Miles


Central Park 0.2
 Library &
 Adult Rec Center


Post Office 0.5


1/
2"


2 
3/


4"


Paint color to
match MP 10141
green


.063 thick aluminum
panel with painted finish
and 3M scotchlite
reflective vinyl graphics.


Paint color to
match PMS 
Black


3M Scotchlite
Reflective Vinyl
Orange 680-14


3M Scotchlite
Reflective Vinyl
White 5000


3M Scotchlite
Reflective Vinyl
Orange 680-14


3M Scotchlite
Reflective Vinyl 
White 5000


Various sizes and shapes
of existing poles.


3 
1/


2"
2'


-8
 1


/2
"


1 
1/


2"
2"


1 
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2"
1 


1/
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1/
2"
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2"
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1/
2"


1 
1/


2"
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3/
8"


3/
16


"


1'-10 1/4" Rule Line


1/2"CL


1 3/4"


Various sizes and shapes
of existing poles.


H6-STB seal-tite bolt
5/16” x 1/2” bolt with
neoprene washer.


Neoprene gasket.


H1-SLSS stainless steel
“U” bracket with FLSS 
stainless steel seal-tite bolt
with tapped bracket.


Sign mounting hardware
from Western Highway
Products, Inc., 10650
Fern Ave., Stanton, Ca.
90680. (800) 854-3360


3/4” stainless steel strapping
and HWSSC stainless steel 
clamp.


.063 aluminum panel with painted
finish and 3M scotchlite reflective
vinyl graphics.


Corners to 
have 1/2” radius.


Half SizePLAN DETAIL


8'
-0


"
3'


-0
"


2'-0"


CL


Minimum of 3 - mechanical
fasteners required.


Maple Park & 1.0
 Community Center


Carr Park 1.2


Miles


Central Park 0.2
 Library &
 Adult Rec Center


Post Office 0.5
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NOTES


LIMITATIONS


APPLICATION


PURPOSE


VEHICULAR DIRECTIONAL


V-110


Glendale
Galleria


The Americana
at Brand


1. Line length is limited to 13 
characters.


2. The font size and arrow size 
may not be reduced.


3. Layouts with three arrows are
discouraged.


4. Order of directional group 
listing: 
left, right, straight.


5. Order of destinations with
directional groups: fi rst 
encountered, fi rst listed.


N.T.S.PHOTO RENDERING


3/16”= 1’-0”LOCATION ELEVATION


Americana
Blvd of Cars


Alex Theatre


Galleria


10
'-0


"


Glendale
Galleria


The Americana
at Brand
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-0


"
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1/
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4"
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8"
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2’-6"


C Center Header CopyL
4"


.080 aluminum panel with all surfaces 
painted (PMS 877). Header copy silkscreened.


Aluminum panel painted dark gray
(PMS 7545) on face and sides.


“Rule” painted light gray  (PMS 877).


Directional copy and arrows surface applied 
3M Scotchlite #4083 (PMS 3965) yellow reflective 
vinyl copy and 3M Scotchlite #3490 (PMS White) 
white reflective vinyl arrows.


Existing light poles with various
conditions. Sign contractor to
supply engineering.


Signfix aluminum
extrusion and universal
stainless steel channel
clamp (SX-0220) with
stainless steel strapping.
By Band-It Company
www.BAND-IT-IDEX.com


Sp
ac


e 
Be


tw
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s 
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m
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es


 


LC
LC


NOTE: GRAPHIC PANELS TO HAVE
3M 1170 ANTI GRAFFITI PROTECTIVE
OVERLAY


2'-10"


A
B4-110.1


Brand Blvd
of Cars
MONA


The Americana
at Brand


The Americana
at Brand


The Americana
at Brand


Glendale
Galleria


Glendale
Galleria


Library


2'
-4


"


4'
-0


"


5'
-0


"


6'
-0


"


Silkcreen image on back.
(PMS 3965)


1 1/4” wide, .125 aluminum
support clip mechanically
fastened to support frame.
Individual panels to stay aligned
and not twist separately. Paint
to match adjacent areas (PMS 3965). 


8"
1"


6"


4"


5'
-9


"


3'-0"


Where practical, the backside
of V110 signs features a
thematic image.


Use this sign type at street 
intersections or wherever drivers 
need primary directions. This sign 
should be placed perpendicular 
to the roadway, approximately 
25 to 50 feet in advance the 
intersection.


V110 signs provide primary 
directions for drivers to major 
destinations in Glendale.


FIGURE 15







PAGE  10


NOTES


LIMITATIONS


APPLICATION


PURPOSE


PEDESTRIAN DIRECTIONAL


1. Line length is limited to 17
characters.


2. The font size and arrow size 
may not be reduced.


3. Layouts with three arrows are
discouraged.


4. Order of directional group 
listing: straight, left, right.


5. Order of destinations with
directional groups: fi rst 
encountered, fi rst listed.


Use this sign type in locations 
where pedestrians need primary 
directions. This sign should be 
placed in a location where it 
will not impede pedestrians and 
wheelchairs.


W150 signs provide destination 
information and maps for 
pedestrians.


W-150


 
 


  


SmartGuide


Shoot the code above withyour smart phone to accessa guide to downtown Glendale  


Alex Theatre
The Americana
Glendale Galleria
MONA
Chess Park


G L E N D A L E


 
 


  


SmartGuide


Shoot the code above with
your smart phone to access
a guide to downtown Glendale  


Alex Theatre
The Americana 
at Brand
Glendale Galleria
MONA
Chess Park


1/4”= 1’-0”LOCATION ELEVATION


N.T.S.PHOTO RENDERING


 
 


  


SmartGuide


Shoot the code above with
your smart phone to access
a guide to downtown Glendale  


Alex Theatre
The Americana
Glendale Galleria
MONA
Chess Park


3/4”= 1’-0”ELEVATION 3/4”= 1’-0”SIDE VIEW


 
 


  


SmartGuide


Shoot the code above with
your smart phone to access
a guide to downtown Glendale  


Alex Theatre
The Americana
Glendale Galleria
MONA
Chess Park
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4"
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C Center 
Header 
Copy


L1 3/4" 5 1/4”


2'-0"


Double face non-illuminated fabricated .090 aluminum cabinet
with painted finish (PMS Cool Grey 11) and U.V. inhibited anti 
graffiti semi gloss clear coat.


Silkscreened graphics.


Phenolic resin panel with embedded digital colored print and
black returns.


Right side panel removable 
for accessing maps.


Concrete pad / footing with integral color finish.
Footing specifications to be determined by
sign contractor’s engineering.


1'-3"


Returns paint to match
PMS 124.


B
B4-150.1


A
B4-150.1


NOTE: GRAPHIC PANELS TO HAVE
3M 1170 ANTI GRAFFITI PROTECTIVE
OVERLAY
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4.9  Los Feliz Road 
 


 
Existing (Google Street View) 


 


 
Conceptual Rendering 


Tropico’s Gateway from Atwater Village 
Los Feliz Road is an important gateway and first‐mile/last‐mile connection from Tropico to 
Atwater Village and the City of Los Angeles; Chapter 1.3 details the public process that informed 
these recommendations, which includes improved connections to Atwater Village. The gateway 
is currently defined by the railway bridge, depressed street, narrow sidewalks, and sloped 
embankments. The segment between the city boundary and Gardena Avenue should be 
dramatically transformed into a Complete Street by converting extra roadway space into wider 
sidewalks with multi‐use parkways. Both embankments can be planted with colorful, hearty 
landscape, and public art can make a dramatic gateway statement for Glendale and Tropico 
through murals under the railroad bridge, painting the bridge itself, or new lighting along sides 
of the street. 
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New development projects in this segment would provide a more formalized 
gateway statement through architectural massing and special features. 


Los Feliz Road east of Gardena Avenue should evolve over time, with new 
creative industrial, residential and healthcare mixed use. In the near term, 
bike lanes should be added by narrowing vehicular travel lane widths. In the 
future, as driveways are consolidated with new development, the street 
should be restriped with one lane each way and a center turn lane to 
accommodate cycle tracks buffered by stormwater parkways. As an 
alternative, if the short‐term lane configuration is maintained, buildings can 
be set back and sidewalks can be redesigned in conjunction with new 
development to be more walkable, including continuous parkways with shade 
trees. 


 


Street Design 
 


City Limit to Gardena Avenue 


 4.9.1: Install stormwater parkways between the city limit and San Fernando Road and Gardena 
Avenue.  The parkways should be designed to collect and infiltrate or filter stormwater. Trees, 
landscaping, and public art would provide a dramatic gateway from Los Angeles into Glendale. 


 4.9.2: Accommodate bicycles informally by providing 5 or 6 feet of additional roadway width, 
either between the parkway and walkway or between the parkway and travel lane, to 
accommodate cyclists who use this route currently and to provide high‐quality first‐mile / last‐
mile bicycle access to Atwater Village and the City of Los Angeles in the future. 


 4.9.3: Conform to Recommended Cross Sections 6a and 7a on this and the following page. 
 
6. Los Feliz Road EXISTING – City Limit at Railroad Undercrossing to 150’ south of Gardena Avenue 
 


 
 
6a. Los Feliz Road RECOMMENDED – City Limit at Railroad Undercrossing to 150’ south of Gardena Avenue 
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7. Los Feliz Road EXISTING – 150’ south of Gardena Avenue to Gardena Avenue 
 


 
 


7a. Los Feliz Road RECOMMENDED – 150’ south of Gardena Avenue to Gardena Avenue 


 
 
Gardena Avenue to Glendale Avenue 


 4.9.4: Provide bike lanes in the short term by reducing lane widths. Add bike lanes 
within the existing roadway without eliminating the number of lanes or curbside parking 
by striping 10’ vehicular travel lanes as are typically in the vicinity. However, a 12’ center 
turn lane should be provided between Central Avenue and San Fernando Road where 
roadway widening in conjunction with adjacent development makes it possible to do so. 


 4.9.5: Convert bike lanes to cycle tracks, in the future, between San Fernando Road and 
Glendale Avenue, buffered by stormwater parkways or widen sidewalks to 
accommodate parkways by reducing travel lanes from 4 to 3. 


 4.9.6: If parkways are not provided within the existing right‐of‐way between San 
Fernando Road and Glendale Avenue, require future development to setback seven feet 
and install 7‐foot wide parkways in lieu of seven feet of the total required building 
setback.  


 4.9.7: Conform to Recommended Cross Sections 8a, 8b, or 8c on the following page. 
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8. Los Feliz Road EXISTING – Gardena Avenue to Glendale Avenue 


 
 
8a. Los Feliz Road RECOMMENDED – Gardena Avenue to Central Avenue 
Narrow lanes to accommodate bike lanes; widen sidewalks with future development 


 
 
8b. Los Feliz Road RECOMMENDED – Central Avenue to Glendale Avenue 
Option 1: Restripe; add stormwater infiltration parkway at either sidewalk elevation (shown) or roadway elevation 


 
 
8c. Los Feliz Road RECOMMENDED – Central Avenue to Glendale Avenue 
Option 2: Restripe; install cycle track with stormwater infiltration parkways 
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4.12  Gardena Avenue 
 


 
        Existing (Google Street View) 
 
 


 
Conceptual Rendering 


 


Front Door to Glendale Transportation Center 
Gardena Avenue is an essential link to Tropico’s Green Loop, connecting pedestrians and 
bicycles from Brand Boulevard to Los Feliz Road and to Cerritos Road and the Glendale 
Transportation Center. 


 
It should retain its existing walkable character of relatively wide sidewalks that include wide 
parkways and shade trees. As a local street, it should have sharrow markings to accommodate 
bicycles. Over time, it should experience development similar to that on Cerritos Avenue, 
resulting in a mix of creative industry, office and housing. 


 
Street Design 


 
 4.12.1: Maintain existing street configuration with the existing ROW: 40‐foot roadway and 


15 to 18‐foot wide sidewalks with 8 to 10‐foot wide parkways. 


 4.12.2: Paint sharrow markings to advise motorists to share the lane with cyclists. 
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3.6  Complete Streets 
 


Throughout the Public Input process described in Chapter 1.3, residents and visitors (92 percent) 
expressed strong support for features of Complete Streets, for the Tropico Green Loop as 
described in Figure 11 on the following page, and for improved connectivity between Tropico 
and other neighborhoods. 


 
The Tropico Green Loop 
 3.6.1: Provide opportunities to walk and bicycle within Tropico on the Tropico Green Loop, a 


network of walkable, bikeable streets consisting of bike lanes on Brand Boulevard and Los 
Feliz Road, sharrows and/or future bike lanes on Glendale Avenue, and sharrows on Cerritos 
Avenue and Gardena Avenue with an off‐street connection to Brand Boulevard bike lanes. 


 


 3.6.2: All streets on the Green Loop should have parkways that collect stormwater from the 
sidewalk and provide as much soil volume as possible for healthy, long‐lived trees. In the 
future, where possible, bike lanes should be converted to cycle tracks to improve safety, as 
well as to encourage and enable less experienced cyclists and children to bicycle. 


 


 3.6.3: To address Tropico’s shortage of open space, design the Green Loop as a linear park 
with parkways, shade trees, pedestrian‐scale lighting, and seating. Where the public right‐
of‐way is wide enough, provide other park amenities as requested by the community, such 
as fitness stations, play equipment, chess tables, and bocce ball courts. 


 


 3.6.4: To reduce stormwater runoff into street, design sidewalks to collect and infiltrate 
stormwater and irrigation runoff. Design the parking lane with permeable paving and install 
stormwater parkways as cycle track buffers. 


 
First‐Mile/Last‐Mile Connections to and from Tropico 
 3.6.5: Connect to Atwater Village and Los Angeles to the south on Brand Boulevard by 


continuing the City of Los Angeles’ Glendale Avenue bike lanes north from the City limit to 
Vassar Street and Cerritos Avenue, connecting to the Tropico Green Street Loop and 
creating a shaded walking route. Once bike lanes are added to Hyperion Bridge, per the City 
of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Plan, there will be bicycle access to the Los Angeles River Bicycle 
Path and to Silver Lake/Los Feliz. Also improve first‐mile/last‐mile connections to the south 
on Los Feliz Road by creating a shaded walking route.  


 


 3.6.6: Connect to Glendale to the north on Central Avenue by widening the roadway and 
striping bike lanes from San Fernando Road to Chevy Chase Drive, consistent with 
Recommended Cross Section 2a (see Chapter 4.7). The Central Avenue bike lanes would 
connect to proposed Chevy Chase Drive bike lanes, which connect to the proposed 
Columbus Avenue Greenway, and to the Riverdale‐Maple Glendale Greenway, which 
connects to Louise Street, which would continue north to Downtown and north of the 134 
Freeway. 


 
o Designate a local street/sidewalk route on Orange Street, Magnolia Street, Central 


Avenue sidewalk and Chevy Chase Drive sidewalk to connect to the proposed 
Columbus Avenue Greenway or simply designate the existing 16‐foot wide Central 
Avenue sidewalks as a bike route until bike lanes are installed. 
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Note: Glendale Transportation Center is alternately known as Larry Zarian Transportation Center. 


Figure 11: Complete Streets Recommendations  







Attachment J6 


Documentation of Public Input 
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1.3  Public Input 


The Tropico Center Plan was shaped by input the City and consultants gathered during four 
major public events held between May 2013 and October 2015. The events were designed to 
reach local residents who walk and are interested in the Tropico neighborhood and 
Transportation Center, heighten awareness of the historic station and Tropico neighborhood 
across the City, and reach families in Tropico who in the Cerritos Elementary School attendance 
area and who use Cerritos Park. Over 500 people provided feedback at these events, 
representing Tropico’s diverse population of residents, visitors, and workers. 


    Tropico Walking Tour Participants, May 2013 


Walking Tour of Tropico at Great American Clean‐Up 
A walking tour was conducted in May 2013 coinciding with Great American Clean‐Up activities 
held in Glendale. Staff and consultants organized a walking tour of the Transportation Center 
and surrounding neighborhood and facilitated a written survey. The tour was followed by local 
clean‐up activities and a citywide celebration.  


Key Insights 
 Walkers expressed desire for “jobs retention;” “San Fernando Road should be more


walkable;” “[the] area should be safer for bicycling;” “development should reinforce
Tropico’s unique identity.”


 More transit information is needed at bus stops; bus stop environments should be more
comfortable.
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 The gateway at Los Feliz Boulevard could feature a mural, better landscaping, pedestrian buffers, 
and wayfinding. 
 


 Integrating the history of Tropico into the design of buildings was deemed very important. 


Food and Film at the Train Tracks 
In October 2013, the City of Glendale’s Community 
Outreach Team held “Food and Film at the Train Tracks.” 
The first of two major outreach events, it aimed to 
engage residents and visitors about the Tropico Center 
Plan effort as well as to gather survey data regarding 
their preferences and vision for the neighborhood. It 
featured a walking tour, food trucks and the screening of 
“Double Indemnity”, a movie that was originally filmed at 
the station. This event targeted participants by 
advertising with Eventbrite.com, banners onsite , 
television ads on GTV Channel 6, newspaper promotions 
in LA Weekly and the Glendale News‐Press, as well as through social media platforms including 
Facebook and Twitter. Participants that completed a walking tour or a one page survey inquiring about 
local land use and mobility issues received a voucher that could be used at Kogi BBQ, the Grilled Cheese 
Truck, or Coolhaus. As a result, 157 surveys and 25 Walking Tour Photo surveys were completed; the 
most ever for a Glendale planning effort. 


 


Key Insights 
 Over 50 percent of walking tour respondents called for more and better‐maintained landscaping 


(flowers, shrubs, trees); survey respondents suggested that environmental improvements were 
needed (24 percent), including street trees, more green space, native plants, and additional parks; 
additionally, respondents expressed a desire for improved connectivity to Atwater Village and other 
neighborhoods. 
 


 Over 50 percent of respondents said improved “convenience” would help them use public transit 
more, while the next 21 percent said “price” of transit resources is a factor, and about 13 percent 
said “time,” including delays/reliability, is the most important factor in determining transit use. 


 


 Over 1/3 of photo survey 
respondents desired more 
restaurants/cafes and retail, and 
preferred to live on streets with 
parkways and trees. 


 


 Out of six categories in the one‐
page survey, potential residents 
(39 percent) and current 
residents of the neighborhood 
(31 percent) both said they 
would most like to see new 
restaurants and bars in Tropico. 


 
 


Tropico stakeholders provided valuable input at
“Food and Film at the Train Tracks” in October 2013.


Food trucks and an outdoor movie screening attracted 200+ people to a Tropico Center Plan
outreach event outside the historic train depot at GTC
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 A majority of respondents found Brand Boulevard at San Fernando Road to be too wide. 
 


 El Bonito Avenue, Gardena Avenue, and Cerritos Avenue east of Brand Boulevard were all 
considered “right‐sized” streets. 


 


 Respondents favored short, marked crosswalks, found them “comfortable” to cross. 


Fall Festival in the Park 
Following the success of the “Food & Film at the 
Train Tracks” event, a second event was held in 
November 2013, the “Fall Festival in the Park.” 
This event was geared toward families in the 
South Glendale area. It featured free food and 
refreshments for those who participated in 
planning activities. This event was advertised with 
flyers distributed to neighborhood schools, parks 
and libraries, on‐site banners, ads on local buses 
and the Glendale News‐Press, television ads on 
GTV Channel 6, as well as on Eventbrite.com and 
through social media platforms including 


Facebook and Twitter. Planning activities at the event were designed to get feedback on how to 
make the neighborhood a better place to live, work and play. They included: 
 


• Welcome to Tropico – This activity informed attendees about the historical 
background of the Tropico district in South Glendale. A one page survey was 
distributed to attendees on how to make Tropico and the City of Glendale a better 
place to live, work, and play. 
 


• A Day in the Life of Tropico – Constituents identified what their “perfect day” in 
South Glendale would be and attendees identified things they would like to see in 
the future for the neighborhood through illustrated magnets and markers. 


 
• My Glendale – Event attendees identified where they would like to have homes, 


parks, and businesses located through this fun and interactive game. 
 


• Getting Around Tropico – Informed constituents about possible locations for bike 
lanes and comments were received on existing and future bus and train service in 
the neighborhood. 


 
As a result, over 250 people were in attendance at the Fall Festival in the Park event and 
approximately 150 responses were received at the event to further guide City planning staff on 
appropriate policies for the Tropico Center Plan and for the South Glendale Community Plan. 
 


  


Attendees of the 2013 Fall Festival in the Park provided valuable
input to the Tropico Center Plan team
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Key Insights 
 General suggestions from an on‐site survey distributed at the festival included support for physical 


improvements in Tropico, including bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, bicycle parking, traffic 
calming, wider sidewalks, and street trees (74 percent); and neighborhood‐serving retail (33 
percent). 


 


 Among existing residents, there was strong support (87 percent) for neighborhood improvements, 
including more stores (20 percent), employers (20 percent), entertainment (27 percent), personal 
services (6 percent), and new apartments/condominiums (13 percent). Specific improvements 
discussed included more crosswalks and safer roads, lighting, improved security, improved 
pedestrian safety, and landscaping. 


 


 
 Kids and adults alike helped illustrate their vision for the neighborhood through the interactive “My Glendale” exercise. 


 


 Among 109 respondents from outside the neighborhood, recommended improvements included 
additional “stores” (21 percent), followed by new restaurants and bars (19 percent), entertainment 
(18 percent), no changes (14 percent), new apartments/condominiums (12 percent), employers (11 
percent), and personal services (4 percent). 


 


 Respondents (44 percent) cited convenience as the biggest factor in whether or not they use public 
transit. 


 


 Most respondents (92 percent) said they would use a green streets network to exercise or get 
around; the same number would walk or use a bicycle. Protected bike lanes had the support of 97% 
of respondents. A large majority (83 percent) supported reducing vehicular travel lanes to provide 
wider sidewalks and bike lanes, specifically citing Brand Boulevard, Glendale Boulevard, San 
Fernando Road, Chevy Chase Drive, and Central Avenue. 


 


 Some survey responses indicated a desire for mixing of land uses within neighborhoods. 
 







Food & Film 
The TrainTracks


EVENT SUMMARY
October 3,2013


@



mailto:mnilsson@ci.glendale.ca.us

http://www.ci.glendale.ca.us/









INTRODUCTION
This is a summary report of the “Food & Film @ the Train Tracks” event held on Thursday, October 3, 
2013. The event took place at the Larry Zarian Glendale Transportation Center (GTC), a regional hub 
for train and bus services. The purpose of the event was to survey residents and those using public 
transit for feedback on how to make the area around the GTC more feasible for walking, biking, tran-
sit and transit oriented development. Recommendations received at the event (and other upcoming 
events) were to be eventually incorporated into the South Glendale Community Plan. Event compo-
nents included a walking tour/photo survey of the area, food trucks, and a screening of the 1944 film 
noir classic, “Double Indemnity.” Admittance was free and the event was open to the public. In total, 
approximately 300 people attended.


Depending on the survey completed, attendees received a food voucher which could be redeemed at 
any one of three popular Southern California food trucks. Those that completed a simple online sur-
vey prior to the event received a $ 2.00 voucher. Attendees who completed a 1 page survey event re-
ceived a $ 5.00 voucher and the energetic go-getters who participated in a walking tour/photo survey 
of the neighborhood were issued a $ 10.00 voucher. Once the sun went down, a screening of “Double 
Indemnity,” starring Fred MacMurray, Barbara Stanwyck, and Edward G. Robinson took place on an 
inflatable outdoor screen. The film is loosely tied to the GTC, as the art deco “GLENDALE” station 
sign appears in the film and the femme fatale’s husband is found murdered on the train tracks in the 
film.


The event was heavily promoted through print ads in the Glendale News Press and the L.A. Week-
ly, online via the Community Development website and blog and Event Brite, flyers in the “Thursday 
Folder” of nearby elementary schools, and banners onsite at the venue. The crowd was comprised of 
residents who live in the immediate neighborhood, classic film buffs, devotees of the food trucks, and 
people who use public transit on a daily basis.


It should be noted that the film screening was timed to end prior to the last scheduled service for vari-
ous routes so that riders could board their trains on time.
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EVENT SITE PLAN







Facebook 12%


13%


8%


40%


6%


4%


17%


Twitter
City Newsletter


LA Weekly
Eventbrite


News-Press
Friend / Co-Worker


How did you hear about this event?


What was your favorite part of tonight’s event?


Movie
19%


Photo Survey
10%


Food
52%


Walking Tour
16%
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SUMMARY OF FOOD & FILM @ THE TRAIN TRACKS SURVEYS 
During the event, participants were asked to share their ideas on how to make the area around the 
GTC more feasible for walking, biking, transit and transit oriented development. Respondents com-
pleted their choice of either a simple online survey (33), a one page survey completed onsite (157), or 
a photo survey/walking tour of the immediate neighborhood (25). The graphics below summarize the 
185 surveys that were filled out by members of the public.







How did you get to tonights event?


Have you been to the train station before today? If yes, how?


Car 
50%


Bus 
3%


Bike 
0%


Walk 
31%


Train 
8%


Carpool 
8%


Metrolink
42%


Greyhound
2%


Amtrak
35%


Beeline Bus
13%


Metro Bus
8%
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I would use public transit more often if:


Significant, specific, or recurring comments from each category:
Admin
• Beeline on google maps! What are you waiting for?
• Systemwide map on website, not just individual lines
• I had more info ie schedules etc.
• I could use one pass w Metrolink & Metro at a reasonable price
• They had a great smart phone app
Convenience
• It stopped where I lived and went where I want to go
• Rapid line on Brand Blvd to DTLA
• There were a faster route, less transfers from Santa Monica to Glendale
• There were a stop in Kenneth Village
Price
• If it was cheaper
• It were free
• Wasn’t expensive
• Trains weren’t as pricey, maybe discount to those who use Metro
Time
• It would save me time
• Faster travel time
• Pick up times were more often
• More reliable/no delays
• It was on time
• The route were more direct, and it didn’t take as long
Experience
• It was clean and closer to my house
• There were more convenient stops & cleaner
• It were more private
• Clean, comfortable accommodations
• Less crazy homeless
• There were seats available
Hours
• More trains! Esp between 11am-3pm
• It ran later in the evening both during the week and weekend. I hate that Glen-


dale shuts down at 8pm!
• Metrolink service on Sunday (weekends)
• Beeline ran later into evening


APPENDIX
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Neighborhood Suggestions:


Significant, specific, or recurring comments from each category:
Rent/Cost of Living
• Affordable Rent/Housing
• Lower cost of living or higher wages
• Additional Housing/Apartments
Transit
• Closer Metro station
• More buses going to my area and frequent times
• Extend the bus Metro hours
• Extend the hours the Beeline runs
• Extend the metro up through to Northern Glendale and maybe into Burbank.
Amenities
• Movie theater
• Bathroom
• Security
• Bring back Albertsons
• Grocery Stores
• Community services
• More sit-downs [restaurants? Benches?]
Environment
• Bike lane; lighted and safe crosswalks
• More trees, shade, food trucks
• Aesthetic Renovation
• Less trash, more landscaping
Food
• Good coffee shops and restaurants i.e. Intelligentsia, Urth Café, Mendocino 


Farms
• Cafes, small independent stores – family run
• Glendale needs more great restaurants
• Restaurants near the train station for breakfast/dinner
• Get Five Guys here
• Fast food missing
Activities
• More nights like these
• Events like tonight’s
• More activation. Are you kidding me? Theater and art. Space! More temporary 


events! More bike safety & public transpo!
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I think the neighborhood around the train station needs:


Significant, specific, or recurring comments from each category:
Environment
• Wider sidewalks, slower traffic, more crosswalks
• To keep the building [historic preservation?]
• More rest/stores, walkable community
• More California native plants
• Working video cameras for public safety
• More green space
• More lights, more clean
• More parks
• A facelift
• Graffiti and litter removal
• Volunteers like me to help answer travelers questions
Amenities
• More diverse retail and entertainment options
• Food and bars!
• Café/Coffee shop
• More activities / More events
• Late hour businesses so the neighborhood isn’t so creepy at night
• A movie theater
• More food in pedestrian-friendly locations
• Restaurants
• More restrooms, more water
• More food places, young hipper stuff, boutiques
• A good bar
Transportation
• More links to the city center – shuttle or…
• To know where the train station is / To know more about the train station
• More bus lines
• Speed bumps due to speeders
• Parking / More long term parking
• Bike share
• Cab stand
Nothing / No Change
• Just fine
• I enjoy it like it is
• Don’t touch it, its been to messed up already.
• No changes
• Nothing theres a lot of stuff
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OUTREACH
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In The Park
Fall Festival
EVENT SUMMARY


November  16,2013











INTRODUCTION
This is a summary report of the “Fall Festival in the Park” event held on Saturday, November 16, 
2013. The event took place in the heart of the Tropico Station project area, Cerritos Park. The pur-
pose of the event was to survey residents and those using public transit for feedback on how to make 
the area around the GTC more feasible for walking, biking, transit and transit oriented development. 
Recommendations received at the event (and other upcoming events) were to be eventually incor-
porated into the South Glendale Community Plan. Event components included informational booths, 
activity stations, a mini soccer camp with a professional soccer player, a taco bar lunch, and prize 
drawings. Admittance was free and the event was open to the public. In total, approximately 300 peo-
ple attended.


Upon check-in at the Information Booth, attendees were given an event “passport.” They were in-
structed by staff to visit and obtain a stamp from each booth and activity station. Vendors at the event 
consisted primarily of City Departments (Community Development & Housing, Parks & Community 
Services, and Library, Arts & Culture). While collecting the stamps, residents of the neighborhood 
were engaged in 3 major activities:


• The “My Tropico” station had participants place magnetic pieces onto a map of the neighborhood. 
The pieces depicted activities or uses that they would like to see in the near future. A dry erase 
marker and eraser were provided so that participants could further identify where they would like 
certain amenities to be located.


• The “Ideal Day in Tropico” station encouraged residents to share their ideal morning, midday, eve-
ning or weekend.  Participants used a variety of magnet pieces (different pieces reflecting different 
activities were provided) to place how they will spend their “perfect day”.  A dry erase marker and 
eraser were also provided in the case the participant wanted to draw or write beyond the magnet 
pieces.  


• The “My Glendale” station was designed to teach Planning concepts to children. This activity gave 
participants a generic map of a neighborhood. Children then used a variety of pieces at the table 
to depict land uses they would like to see in Glendale in the future, including potential density, 
green spaces, or where transportation should be located.  


Upon collecting all the stamps, participants then received a family lunch voucher for the taco bar and 
raffle tickets for the prize drawings. 


The event was heavily promoted online via the Community Development website and blog and Event 
Brite, flyers in the “Thursday Folder” of nearby elementary schools, and banners onsite at the venue. 
The crowd was comprised of residents who live in the immediate neighborhood and students from the 
elementary school adjacent to the park.
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EVENT PHOTOS







33







4


EVENT SITE PLAN







Yes
52%


No
48%


Have you used public transit in the last month?


If yes, what services did you use?


Metro Bus
33%


Beeline Bus
21%


Amtrak
19%


Metrolink
22%


Greyhound
5%
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SUMMARY OF FALL FESTIVAL IN THE PARK SURVEYS
 
During the event, participants were asked to share their ideas on how to make the area around the 
GTC more feasible for walking, biking, transit and transit oriented development. Respondents gave 
feedback through a 1 page survey and through the three activities summarized earlier in this report. 
Their responses are documented in the pages that follow.







I dont live here and I wouldn’t live here 
(Suggested Changes)


What brought you to today’s event?


No Changes


# 
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de
nt


s


Stores Employers Entertainment Personal
Services


New Apts /
Condos


New Bars /
Restaurants


15


23


12


20


5


13


20


?
Special Guest


13%
Food
23%


Kids
Activities


47%


Give-a-Ways
13%


Other
4%
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Car 
43%


Bus 
8%


Bike 
9%


Walk 
40%


Train 
0%


Carpool 
0%


How did you get to today’s event?


Have you ever used the Glendale Metrolink Train Station?
If yes, which service?


Beeline Bus
21%


Amtrak
19%


Metrolink
22%


Metro Bus
33%


Greyhound
5%
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I already live in this neighborhood & I would like more:
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Glendale Worker/Student Commute (Fall Festival):
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Glendale Worker/Student Origin (Fall Festival):
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Glendale  Resident Work/Student Commute (Fall Festival):
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Glendale Resident Work/Student Origin (Fall Festival):
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Significant, specific, or recurring comments from each category:
General Neighborhood Suggestions:
• Additional Housing
• Events
• Grocery Stores
• Bike Lanes
• Pedestrian Walkways
• Decrease in Retail
• Prohibit Smoking


Park Neighborhoods Need:
• Traffic Regulation
• Safer Roads & Pedestrian Access Points
• Security
• Entertainment (Events)
• Sport Leagues/Fields 
• Public Transportation


I would use more Public Transportation If:
• Shorter Waiting Periods
• Stops are Closer to Work/Schools
• Beeline Operated At Later Hours
• Metro Rail in Glendale
• Lower Prices
• Convenient for Children
• Additional Space for Bicycles
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Tropico Halloween 
Spooktacle


EVENT SUMMARY
October 31,2015











INTRODUCTION
This is a summary report of the Tropico Halloween Spooktacle that was held on Saturday, October 
31, 2015. The event took place in the heart of the Tropico Station project area, Cerritos Park. The 
purpose of the event was to report back to residents about upcoming changes to the neighborhood as 
a direct result of feedback they provided at a previous event held in November 2013, “Fall Festival in 
the Park.” Event components included informational booths, a costume contest for children, a “Guess 
the Weight of the Pumpkin” contest, a barbecue lunch, and prize drawings. Admittance was free and 
the event was open to the public. In total, approximately 300 people attended.


Upon check-in at the Information Booth, attendees were given an event “passport.” They were in-
structed by staff to visit and obtain a stamp from each booth. Vendors at the event consisted primarily 
of City Departments (Community Development, Parks & Community Services, and Library, Arts & 
Culture). While collecting the stamps, residents of the neighborhood were able to learn about projects 
like Glendale’s proposed freeway cap park, Space 134, and discuss their ideas for the South Glen-
dale Community Plan with Planning staff. Upon collecting all the stamps, participants then received a 
family lunch voucher for the barbecue and raffle tickets for the prize drawings. It should be noted that 
staff saw an increase in the number of surveys submitted due to the fact that lunch vouchers were 
only distributed to adults who turned in a completed survey.


Because the event was heavily promoted through local schools as a fun-filled family event, staff made 
sure there were plenty of activities for youth. These included a mini-soccer camp with a former profes-
sional soccer player, trick or treating at the informational booths, a “Guess the Weight of the Pumpkin” 
contest, and the costume contest. 


Attendees provided their feedback on amenities they would like to see in their neighborhood by filling 
out a survey on the back of their passports. The results of the survey are included on the following 
pages.
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EVENT PHOTOS
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EVENT 
PARKING 


(Vendors may  
park here) 


Tropico Halloween Spooktacle  
Site Plan 


Cerritos Park 
October 31, 2015 


 


1. Event Banner (On Fence) 
2. Information Booth (Canopy, table, 3 chairs) 
3. Library (Canopy, table, 2 chairs) 
4. Space 134 (Canopy, table, 2 chairs) 
5. Tropico/SGCP (Canopy, table, 2 chairs) 
6. Popcorn Machine (Canopy, table, chair) 
7. PA (Announcements) 
8.  Eating Area (Remainder of Tables/Chairs) 
9.  Ca High Speed Rail Authority  
      (Bringing Their Own Canopy, tables, chairs) 
10. Soccer Player Signing (Step ‘n Repeat, table, 2 chairs) 
11. BBQ—Food Line (2 Canopies, 2 tables, 2 chairs) 
12. Staff Parking—San Fernando Rd. /S.Glendale 
13. Event Parking Sign 
14. Parks Marketing Booth (Canopy, table, chair) 


15 
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10 
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11 
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12 


14 
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EVENT SITE PLAN







Car 
68%


Bus 
7%


Bike 
2%


Walk 
20%


Train 
0%


Carpool 
3%


How did you get to today’s event?


Have you used public transit in the last month?


26 Votes 43 Votes
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SUMMARY OF GREEN STREETS EXPO SURVEYS
During the event, participants were asked to share their opinions on the amenities they would like to 
see in the Tropico Station project area. The graphics below summarize the 71 surveys that were filled 
out by members of the public.







If  yes, which services did you use?!


Have you ever used the 
Glendale Metrolink Train Station?


Metrolink
Amtrak


3%
Other


3%


Metro Bus
58%


Beeline
36%


26 Votes 43 Votes
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Greyhound Bus
12%


Metrolink
24%


Amtrak
15%


Beeline
28%


Metro Bus 
21%


If yes, which services did you use?.


What brought you to today’s event!


0
Food Give-A-Ways Information


Booths
Tropico/South


Glendale Comm.
Special Guest OtherChildren’s 


Activities


30


60


22


57


18
13


4 4
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Facebook 5%


5%


7%


9%


23%


0%


0%


17%


11%


23%


Twitter
GUSD Folder


Event Banner
City Newsletter


City Website
Eventbrite


Friend/Co-Worker


Drove or Walked By
Other


What would you like to see more of in South Glendale?


How did you hear about today’s event?
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54 Votes 14 Votes


First time participants in a City outreach meeting:


If  no, which events have you attended?


Food & Film @ 
The Train Tracks 


10/3/13
9%


Fall Festival in 
The Park
11/16/13


27%


Earth Day
@134


05/2/15
32%


Harvard/Louise
Green Streets Expo


10/17/15
32%
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Wider Sidewalks
48%


Bikeways
32%


Transit Stops
17%


O
ther 3%


I would like to see the following improvments...
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Spooktacle Survey Respondent Locations
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Home
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Significant, specific, or recurring comments from each category:
What would you like to see more of in South Glendale:
• Speed Bumps on Residential Streets
• Additional Smoking Areas
• Efficient Transportation
• Parks/Gyms
• Improve Pedestrian Safety 
• Free Parking
• Increase in Public Trash Cans


Where would you like to see mobility improvements:
• Chevy Chase
• Glendale Ave.
• Brand Blvd.
• Gardena Ave.
• Acacia Ave.


APPENDIX
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The City of Glendale invites you to the


FEATURING:


• Free Food (While Supplies Last)
• Kid’s Activities
• Free Give-Aways
• Trick or Treating
• Costume Contest and more!


The City of Glendale invites you to see how we are “greening up” your 
neigborhood based on the feedback you have given us in previous 
community outreach events. Join the Urban Design & Mobility Planning 
“Boo Crew” for this fun-filled, family event!


Special Guest:
 Artur Aghasyan,


Former Professional Soccer Player 
and Current Director of Glendale FC


Saturday, October 31, 2015


Cerritos Park, 3690 San Fernando Rd.
Glendale CA 91204


11:00 AM - 2:00 PM


For more information, contact (818) 937-8333
or visit www.glendaleca.gov.


Para información en Español, llame al (818) 937-8333.


#MyGlendale @MyGlendale @MyGlendaleCDD


OUTREACH
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Project Location & Proposed 


Improvements (Consolidated) 
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PROJECT AREA COLLISIONS 2008-2013


!! Glendale Transportation Center
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BikeshedBikeCollisions

		GLENDALE TRANSPORTATION CENTER WALKSHED PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS 2008-2012 (METRO ATSP/SWITRS)

		OBJECTID		CASEID		POINT_X		POINT_Y		YEAR_		LOCATION		CHPTYPE		DAYWEEK		CRASHSEV		VIOLCAT		KILLED		INJURED		WEATHER1		PEDCOL		BICCOL		MCCOL		TRUCKCOL		ETOH		TIMECAT		MONTH_		CRASHTYP		INVOLVE		PED		PRIMARYRD		SECONDRD		DISTANCE		DIRECT		INTERSECT_		PROCDATE		JURIS		DATE_		TIME_		BADGE		JURIDIST		SHIFT		POP		SPECIAL		BEATTYPE		LAPDDIV		BEATCLAS		BEATNUMB		WEATHER2		STATEHW		CALTRANC		CALTRAND		STROUTE		ROUTESUF		POSTPRE		POSTMILE		LOCATYPE		RAMP		SIDEHW		TOWAWAY		PARTIES		PCF		VIOLCODE		VIOL		VIOLSUB		HITRUN		ROADSURF		RDCOND1		RDCOND2		LIGHTING		RIGHTWAY		CHPRDTYP		NOTPRIV		STFAULT		CHPFAULT		SEVINJ		OTHERINJ		COP		PEDKILL		PEDINJ		BICKILL		BICINJ		MCKILL		MCINJURE		RAMP1		RAMP2		CITY		COUNTY		STATE		X_CHP		Y_CHP

		27902		3933025		-118.25782213900		34.12757492070		2008		1925		0		1		4		10		0		1		A		Y										1800		10		G		B		B		CENTRAL AV		LAUREL		0				Y		6/4/09		1925		10/6/08		1559		14412		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21950		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		59507		4412700		-118.25795670000		34.12681914000		2009		1925		0		3		4		11		0		1		A		Y										1500		8		G		B		D		CENTRAL AV		SAN FERNANDO RD		10		N		N		5/13/10		1925		8/26/09		1300		14676		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21954		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		N		60		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		61313		4410562		-118.25322000000		34.12556000000		2009		1925		0		1		4		10		0		1		A		Y										1800		9		G		B		B		GLENDALE AV		CERRITOS AV		0				Y		6/15/10		1925		9/14/09		1705		16083		285		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21950		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		69207		4504116		-118.25782210000		34.12867135000		2009		1925		0		1		3		10		0		1		A		Y										2100		11		G		B		B		CENTRAL AV		LOS FELIZ RD		6		N		N		8/19/10		1925		11/30/09		1900		22553		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21950		A		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		A				0		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		96121		4890553		-118.25797213900		34.12679489700		2010		1925		0		1		3		18		0		1		A		Y						Y				1200		9		G		B		B		SAN FERNANDO RD		CENTRAL AV		0				Y		9/19/11		1925		9/13/10		947		14236		277		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		C		-		0				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		113958		5124522		-118.25657611700		34.12532088230		2011		1925		0		1		3		11		0		1		A		Y										1800		3		G		B		B		SAN FERNANDO RD		CERRITOS ST		14		E		N		4/19/12		1925		3/21/11		1629		23218		278		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21456		B		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		N		60		0		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		148430		5540492		-118.25777926900		34.12865510210		2012		1925		0		1		3		11		0		1		A		Y										2400		3		G		B		B		LOS FELIZ RD		CENTRAL AV		13		E		N		8/7/13		1925		3/12/12		2113		22260		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		D		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		N		60		0		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		159208		5726105		-118.25531732600		34.12372666200		2012		1925		0		4		4		10		0		1		A		Y										1500		6		G		B		E		SOUTH BRAND BL		SAN FERNANDO RD		110		S		N		9/27/13		1925		6/28/12		1300		40042		9999		5		6		0		0				0		4TL45		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21952				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		08		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0



		GLENDALE TRANSPORTATION CENTER BIKESHED BICYCLE COLLISIONS 2008-2012 (METRO ATSP/SWITRS)

		OBJECTID		CASEID		POINT_X		POINT_Y		YEAR_		LOCATION		CHPTYPE		DAYWEEK		CRASHSEV		VIOLCAT		KILLED		INJURED		WEATHER1		PEDCOL		BICCOL		MCCOL		TRUCKCOL		ETOH		TIMECAT		MONTH_		CRASHTYP		INVOLVE		PED		PRIMARYRD		SECONDRD		DISTANCE		DIRECT		INTERSECT_		PROCDATE		JURIS		DATE_		TIME_		BADGE		JURIDIST		SHIFT		POP		SPECIAL		BEATTYPE		LAPDDIV		BEATCLAS		BEATNUMB		WEATHER2		STATEHW		CALTRANC		CALTRAND		STROUTE		ROUTESUF		POSTPRE		POSTMILE		LOCATYPE		RAMP		SIDEHW		TOWAWAY		PARTIES		PCF		VIOLCODE		VIOL		VIOLSUB		HITRUN		ROADSURF		RDCOND1		RDCOND2		LIGHTING		RIGHTWAY		CHPRDTYP		NOTPRIV		STFAULT		CHPFAULT		SEVINJ		OTHERINJ		COP		PEDKILL		PEDINJ		BICKILL		BICINJ		MCKILL		MCINJURE		RAMP1		RAMP2		CITY		COUNTY		STATE		X_CHP		Y_CHP

		10183		3690776		-118.25324840700		34.13352966310		2008		1925		0		2		3		08		0		1		B				Y								1800		4		B		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		GLENDALE AV		384		W		N		10/17/08		1925		4/8/08		1745		14674		216		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		14545		3762113		-118.25506214000		34.13668441770		2008		1925		0		3		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		5		G		G		A		WINDSOR AV		BRAND BL		0				Y		11/22/08		1925		5/21/08		1900		22342		270		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		B		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		22570		3966561		-118.24987213700		34.11169433590		2008		1942		0		3		3		09		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		B		G		A		FLETCHER DR		PERLITA AV		0				Y		2/25/09		1942		8/13/08		2010		37806		1133		5		7		0		0		K		0		11T		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21801		A		N		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		22914		3877725		-118.25503213900		34.13445663450		2008		1925		0		7		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2400		8		D		G		A		BRAND BL		ACACIA AV		0				Y		3/5/09		1925		8/17/08		2311		21110		279		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		26864		3936579		-118.24813259600		34.13265228270		2008		1925		0		5		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1800		9		H		G		A		PALMER AV		BOYNTON ST		285		E		N		4/13/09		1925		9/26/08		1615		20089		284		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		34263		3984781		-118.25786259300		34.13664245610		2008		1925		0		2		3		08		0		1		A				Y								1800		12		B		G		A		CENTRAL AV		WINDSOR RD		15		S		N		7/21/09		1925		12/9/08		1624		18890		272		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				F		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		I		20		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		42692		4146532		-118.24909330000		34.11236962000		2009		1942		0		6		2		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		3		B		G		A		FLETCHER DR		LA CLEDE AV		6		N		N		10/31/09		1942		3/7/09		1950		37806		1183		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		L		04		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		44364		4187312		-118.26764000000		34.13867000000		2009		1925		0		2		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1500		3		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		RIVERDALE DR		0				Y		11/19/09		1925		3/24/09		1258		19980		266		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		48186		4249341		-118.25177000000		34.13475000000		2009		1925		0		5		3		09		0		1		A				Y								1200		5		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		ACACIA AV		0				Y		1/16/10		1925		5/1/09		937		18890		280		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21801		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		50994		4265003		-118.25557330000		34.13668490000		2009		1925		0		4		3		09		0		1		A				Y								1800		5		D		G		A		WINDSOR RD		BRAND BL		155		E		N		1/21/10		1925		5/28/09		1705		22449		279		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21804		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		51928		4279291		-118.25500360000		34.12742955000		2009		1925		0		6		3		03		0		1		A				Y								1200		6		D		G		A		BRAND BL		LAUREL ST		53		S		N		2/3/10		1925		6/6/09		1153		21057		278		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22350				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		53134		4311770		-118.26280050000		34.11615550000		2009		1942		0		5		4		21		0		1		A				Y								1500		6		B		G		A		GLENHURST AV		GLENDALE BL		25		W		N		3/1/10		1942		6/19/09		1418		24432		1133		5		7		0		0		K		0		DESK		-		N				0		0						0										2		A		-		22106				F		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		-		-		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		54761		4327009		-118.25520000000		34.12401000000		2009		1925		0		2		4		08		0		1		A				Y						Y		2400		7		D		G		A		BRAND BL		SAN FERNANDO RD		0				Y		3/18/10		1925		7/7/09		2326		21055				5		6		0		0				0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22100		A		F		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		A				0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		55147		4326997		-118.25782210000		34.12872894000		2009		1925		0		6		2		08		0		1		A				Y								900		7		D		G		A		CENTRAL AV		LOS FELIZ RD		27		W		N		3/18/10		1925		7/11/09		803		21370		2		5		6		0		0				0		277		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		56565		4327037		-118.24906000000		34.13366000000		2009		1925		0		7		4		12		0		1		A				Y								2100		7		G		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		BOYNTON ST		0				Y		3/17/10		1925		7/26/09		1930		22342		280		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		B		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		60585		4412372		-118.24943660000		34.13713808000		2009		1925		0		1		3		08		0		1		A				Y								1500		9		D		G		A		WINDSOR RD		GLENDALE AV		596		E		N		6/17/10		1925		9/7/09		1317		14236		281		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				F		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		62162		4410586		-118.25522110000		34.12402297000		2009		1925		0		2		3		-		0		1		A				Y								1200		9		B		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		BRAND BL		4		W		N		6/15/10		1925		9/22/09		919		15093		278		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		0				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		64526		4454171		-118.24458520000		34.11361792000		2009		1942		0		3		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		10		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		FLETCHER DR		600		S		N		7/7/10		1942		10/14/09		2010		36698		1134		5		7		0		0		K		0		11T21		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		F		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		64971		4447069		-118.25520000000		34.12401000000		2009		1925		0		7		3		08		0		1		A				Y								1800		10		B		G		A		BRAND BL		SAN FERNANDO RD		0		S		N		7/9/10		1925		10/18/09		1745		22043				5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				F		A		H		-		B		D		0		Y		-				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		65393		4466035		-118.25134820000		34.12041090000		2009		1942		0		4		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1800		10		B		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		TREADWELL ST		470		E		N		7/16/10		1942		10/22/09		1530		30095		1134		5		7		0		0		K		0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		65970		4444851		-118.25782210000		34.12868506000		2009		1925		0		3		2		17		0		1		A				Y				Y				1500		10		D		G		A		CENTRAL AV		LOS FELIZ BL		11		N		N		7/26/10		1925		10/28/09		1222		13540		276		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21200		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L				1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		66357		4478115		-118.25784210000		34.13234298000		2009		1925		0		6		4		09		0		1		A				Y								1800		10		D		G		A		CENTRAL AV		PALMER ST		76		N		N		7/21/10		1925		10/31/09		1532		21995		276		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21804		A		M		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		67075		4478321		-118.25396220000		34.12284966000		2009		1925		0		6		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1800		11		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		SAN FERNANDO RD		28		N		N		8/31/10		1925		11/7/09		1506		16899		226		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								Y		2		A		-		21460		A		N		-		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L				0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		70419		4532900		-118.25506210000		34.13702770000		2009		1925		0		5		3		05		0		1		C				Y								1500		12		D		G		A		BRAND BL		WINDSOR RD		125		N		N		9/22/10		1925		12/11/09		1310		19980		272		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		B		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		76771		4609702		-118.25789214000		34.13875489800		2010		1925		0		4		3		17		0		1		A				Y								1200		2		A		G		A		CENTRAL AV		RIVERDALE DR		0				Y		12/21/10		1925		2/18/10		1120		15093		269		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22517				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		07		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		77981		4641582		-118.25831095700		34.14084896000		2010		1925		0		3		3		17		0		1		A				Y								2100		3		E		G		A		VINE ST		CENTRAL AV		127		W		N		1/14/11		1925		3/3/10		1819		21093		268		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22517				N		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		A				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		78869		4656382		-118.25506214000		34.13352489700		2010		1925		0		5		3		08		0		1		A				Y								1800		3		D		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		BRAND BL		0				Y		2/22/11		1925		3/12/10		1648		16899		273		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		80898		4665577		-118.25198213900		34.13352489700		2010		1925		0		5		4		08		0		1		A				Y								1200		4		B		G		A		GLENDALE AV		CHEVY CHASE DR		0				Y		3/8/11		1925		4/2/10		926		16899		279		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		-		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		81561		4686700		-118.26046277600		34.12761234100		2010		1925		0		5		3		03		0		1		A		Y										1200		4		D		G		B		GARDEN AV		LOS FELIZ RD		32		E		N		3/10/11		1925		4/9/10		1118		21995		277		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22350				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		81638		4686696		-118.26408085200		34.13563023800		2010		1925		0		6		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1500		4		D		G		A		GARFIELD AV		SAN FERNANDO RD		130		E		N		3/10/11		1925		4/10/10		1353		20871		271		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		84264		5045856		-118.25204213700		34.11356489600		2010		1942		0		5		4		03		0		1		A				Y								2100		5		C		G		A		PERLITA AV		MINNEAPOLIS ST		0				Y		5/18/11		1942		5/7/10		1850		34426		1133		5		7		0		0		K		0		1TL24		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22350				F		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		99		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		84403		4726185		-118.25789214000		34.13875489800		2010		1925		0		7		4		12		0		1		-				Y								1500		5		D		G		A		RIVERDALE DR		CENTRAL AV		0				Y		4/25/11		1925		5/9/10		1255		19931		268		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		-		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		86551		4761301		-118.26111214000		34.13083489700		2010		1925		0		2		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		6		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		MAGNOLIA AV		0				Y		6/9/11		1925		6/1/10		1818		14412		274		5		6		0		0				0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		87984		4881791		-118.24509213600		34.11412489600		2010		1942		0		3		3		09		0		1		A				Y								2100		6		G		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		ROSWELL ST		0				Y		6/23/11		1942		6/16/10		1800		37672		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21801		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		89472		4820680		-118.25483676600		34.13239293900		2010		1925		0		5		4		08		0		1		A				Y								1200		7		D		G		A		S BRAND		E PALMER		54		N		N		7/1/11		1925		7/2/10		1044		21089		282		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		91179		4818859		-118.26443214200		34.14081489800		2010		1925		0		3		3		05		0		1		B				Y								1200		7		A		G		A		PACIFIC AV		VINE ST		0				Y		7/11/11		1925		7/21/10		1042		14236		266		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		91311		4865148		-118.24126213500		34.11806489600		2010		1942		0		4		4		09		0		1		A				Y								2100		7		A		G		A		FLETCHER DR		ESTARA AV		0				Y		8/1/11		1942		7/22/10		1830		33977		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21801		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		07		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		91745		4853813		-118.25187122800		34.12078985200		2010		1942		0		2		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1500		7		H		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		TYBURN ST		100		N		N		8/8/11		1942		7/27/10		1330		27990		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		DESK		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650				F		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		92485		4841965		-118.25098213900		34.13879489800		2010		1925		0		3		4		12		0		1		A				Y								1200		8		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		MAPLE ST		0				Y		8/24/11		1925		8/4/10		1110		14236		254		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		93565		4861028		-118.24735430700		34.11639171000		2010		1942		0		1		3		08		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		G		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		ANDRITA ST		360		N		N		8/11/11		1942		8/16/10		2015		38357		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		13T53		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				M		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		-		99		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		93991		4847942		-118.25765725300		34.12865568700		2010		1925		0		6		3		09		0		1		A				Y								900		8		H		G		A		LOS FELIZ		CENTRAL AV		50		E		N		9/12/11		1925		8/21/10		840		22328		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21804		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		94943		4866508		-118.24583213700		34.11489489600		2010		1942		0		2		3		-		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		G		G		A		SAN FERNANDO		FLETCHER		0				Y		8/23/11		1942		8/31/10		1800		37394		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11A26		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		0				N		A		-		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		96039		4914048		-118.26658214100		34.12455489600		2010		1942		0		7		4		12		0		1		A				Y								1800		9		A		G		A		LOS FELIZ BL		EDENHURST AV		0				Y		9/30/11		1942		9/12/10		1615		33977		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		96041		4914201		-118.24625068600		34.11466265400		2010		1942		0		7		3		05		0		2		A				Y		Y						2100		9		-		G		A		FLETCHER DR		SAN FERNANDO RD		155		S		N		10/18/11		1942		9/12/10		1840		33977		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		C		02		0		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		96704		4914183		-118.25829213800		34.12023489600		2010		1942		0		6		4		12		0		1		A				Y								1800		9		A		G		A		LA CLEDE AV		GLENDALE BL		0				Y		9/21/11		1942		9/18/10		1715		33977		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		99958		5016408		-118.25782213900		34.13079489800		2010		1946		0		4		4		09		0		1		B				Y								1800		10		H		G		A		MAGNOLIA		CENTRAL		0				Y		11/3/11		1946		10/21/10		1749		P4				5		4		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21802		A		N		B		H		-		B		A		0		Y		A		07		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		MONROVIA		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		100296		4963877		-118.25786214000		34.13485489800		2010		1925		0		1		3		08		0		1		B				Y								900		10		A		G		A		CENTRAL AV		ACACIA AV		0				Y		3/2/12		1925		10/25/10		803		14881		272		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22102				N		B		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		100972		4953125		-118.25782213900		34.12980489700		2010		1925		0		1		4		-		0		1		A				Y								1200		11		D		G		A		CYPRESS		CENTRAL AV		0				Y		11/19/11		1925		11/1/10		929		14676		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		0				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		102540		4993907		-118.25506046000		34.13357698500		2010		1925		0		2		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1800		11		A		G		A		BRAND BL		CHEVY CHASE DR		19		N		N		11/22/11		1925		11/16/10		1517		14236		279		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		106140		4751626		-118.26564814900		34.12503215100		2010		1942		0		4		3		00		0		1		A				Y								2100		12		B		G		A		LOS FELIZ BL		BRUNSWICK AV		5		N		N		12/9/11		1942		12/23/10		1800		39351		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		D		-		0				M		A		H		-		B		A		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		108067		5057021		-118.26245000000		34.13343000000		2011		1925		0		1		3		12		0		1		A				Y								1800		1		A		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		SAN FERNANDO RD		0				Y		3/12/12		1925		1/17/11		1639		13002		271		5		6		0		0				0		012		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		115735		5131286		-118.24080827800		34.11759458740		2011		1942		0		6		4		09		0		2		A		Y		Y								1500		4		D		G		E		ESTARA AV		FLECHER DR		220		S		N		6/7/12		1942		4/9/11		1420		34426		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		1TL24		-		N				0		0						0								N		3		A		-		21804		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		D		22		0		0		2		0		1		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		115902		5142974		-118.24350000000		34.11647000000		2011		1942		0		1		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		4		G		G		A		FLETCHER		AVENUE 32		0				Y		5/7/12		1942		4/11/11		1820		40595		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11A26		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		116880		5161116		-118.25637000000		34.12981000000		2011		1925		0		4		4		08		0		1		A				Y								1800		4		D		G		A		ORANGE ST		CYPRESS ST		0				Y		5/23/12		1925		4/21/11		1700		21062		276		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		B		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		118115		5160648		-118.26376251700		34.14248867610		2011		1925		0		3		4		17		0		1		A				Y								900		5		D		G		A		COLORADO ST		PACIFIC AV		200		E		N		6/20/12		1925		5/4/11		845		11449		263		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21663				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		118728		5183460		-118.26903224200		34.13338295710		2011		1942		0		2		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1200		5		G		G		A		BRUNSWICK AV		CHEVY CHASE DR		8		S		N		6/21/12		1942		5/10/11		910		37225		1102		5		7		0		0		K		0		13TL55		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		119686		5190949		-118.25505246200		34.13830650500		2011		1925		0		6		3		17		0		1		A				Y						Y		1800		5		C		G		A		BRAND BL		MAPLE		14		S		N		7/30/12		1925		5/21/11		1504		16899		269		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21200				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		121116		5227054		-118.25063000000		34.13714000000		2011		1925		0		1		4		03		0		1		A				Y								1200		6		D		G		A		WINDSOR RD		PEPPER WY		0				Y		10/17/12		1925		6/6/11		1040		14236		279		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22350				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		121122		5229216		-118.25936344900		34.12847291510		2011		1925		0		1		4		01		0		1		A				Y						Y		1800		6		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		LOS FELIZ RD		50		N		N		10/22/12		1925		6/6/11		1636		20089		275		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21200		5		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		122058		5233276		-118.24906000000		34.13487000000		2011		1925		0		4		4		12		0		1		B				Y								2100		6		-		G		A		BOYNTON ST		ACACIA AV		0				Y		9/10/12		1925		6/16/11		2035		13495		217		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450		A		N		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		-		-		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		125926		5267728		-118.25527649900		34.13352335730		2011		1925		0		4		3		03		0		1		A				Y								1800		7		B		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		BRAND BL		65		W		N		12/3/12		1925		7/28/11		1548		21995		273		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22350				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		126972		5285700		-118.25505000000		34.13352000000		2011		1925		0		1		2		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		D		G		A		CHEVY CHASE DR		BRAND BL		0				Y		12/13/12		1925		8/8/11		1902		16083				5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		128896		5298037		-118.25275000000		34.12161000000		2011		1925		0		1		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1200		8		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		DOLORES ST		0				Y		12/1/12		1925		8/29/11		1103		14236		287		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		129572		5322866		-118.25215000000		34.13225000000		2011		1925		0		1		4		05		0		1		A				Y								1800		9		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		PALMER AV		0				Y		12/13/12		1925		9/5/11		1502		14676		283		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		131255		5342909		-118.24508000000		34.11412000000		2011		1942		0		3		3		09		0		2		A				Y								900		9		D		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		ROSWELL ST		0		E		N		12/13/12		1942		9/21/11		745		37506		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		2TL15		-		N				0		0						0								N		3		A		-		21804		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		1		0		0		0		2		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		132841		5346421		-118.25788000000		34.13992000000		2011		1925		0		4		4		08		0		1		A				Y								1200		10		B		G		A		CENTRAL AV		W LOMITA AV		0				Y		12/28/12		1925		10/6/11		1142		21995		269		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		134218		5381253		-118.25788000000		34.13992000000		2011		1925		0		3		3		07		0		1		A				Y								1800		10		B		G		A		CENTRAL AV		LOMITA AV		0				Y		1/2/13		1925		10/19/11		1547		17256		269		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21658		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		134997		5368816		-118.25123811000		34.13796504600		2011		1925		0		4		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1500		10		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		RALEIGH ST		48		S		N		1/8/13		1925		10/27/11		1211		15093		280		5		6		0		0				0		1211		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		135546		5390426		-118.25936000000		34.11465000000		2011		1942		0		2		4		12		0		1		A				Y								1200		11		D		G		A		TYBURN ST		MADERA AV		0				Y		1/24/13		1942		11/1/11		940		34265				5		7		0		0				0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		138985		5434201		-118.25786556800		34.13515655220		2011		1925		0		2		3		05		0		1		A				Y								1500		12		H		G		A		CENTRAL AV		ACACIA AV		110		N		N		2/1/13		1925		12/6/11		1218		20089		272		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		140776		5441701		-118.25505000000		34.13668000000		2011		1925		0		5		3		00		0		1		A				Y								1200		12		D		G		A		SOUTH BRAND BL		WINDSOR RD		0				Y		2/2/13		1925		12/23/11		1130		20814		273		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		D		-		0				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		141188		5466459		-118.26034968800		34.11860851600		2011		1942		0		3		3		00		0		1		A				Y								2100		12		G		G		A		GLENDALE BL		BRUNSWICK		8		S		N		2/2/13		1942		12/28/11		1825		33330		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0		11A1		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		D		-		0				N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		-		-		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		141260		5463556		-118.26793431400		34.12812995360		2011		1942		0		4		4		14		0		1		A				Y								2100		12		B		G		A		BRUNSWICK AV		RIGALI AV		300		S		N		1/26/13		1942		12/29/11		1815		27150		1102		5		7		0		0		K		0		11A1		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21201		D		N		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		142279		5495615		-118.25789214000		34.13994958000		2012		1925		0		2		3		17		0		1		A				Y								1800		1		D		G		A		CENTRAL AV		LOMITA AV		9		N		N		6/12/13		1925		1/10/12		1645		13540				5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21663				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		143627		5460656		-118.24975733200		34.11179330070		2012		1942		0		1		4		00		0		1		C				Y								600		1		B		G		A		FLETCHER DR		PERLITA AV		50		E		N		6/10/13		1942		1/23/12		500		32268		1133		5		7		0		0		K		0		13T536		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		D		-		0				F		B		H		-		C		D		0		Y		-		-		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		145851		5491212		-118.25501213900		34.12859262380		2012		1925		0		2		3		08		0		2		B				Y								1800		2		B		G		A		BRAND BL		LOS FELIZ RD		30		S		N		7/16/13		1925		2/14/12		1557		14236		276		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		3		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		07		0		2		0		0		0		0		2		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		146335		5531138		-118.26443000000		34.14164000000		2012		1925		0		1		4		05		0		1		B				Y								1500		2		D		G		A		PACIFIC AV		ELK AV		0				Y		7/1/13		1925		2/20/12		1212		14236		266		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		148543		5540661		-118.25506213900		34.13701398930		2012		1925		0		2		4		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		3		H		G		A		BRAND BL		WINDSOR RD		120		N		N		7/20/13		1925		3/13/12		2009		19682		273		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202				N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		151892		5587869		-118.26153859000		34.13164779500		2012		1925		0		1		4		17		0		1		A				Y								1800		4		H		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		PALMER AV		189		S		N		8/17/13		1925		4/16/12		1721		21016		288		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22517				N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		A				0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		152199		5587909		-118.25789214000		34.13995780720		2012		1925		0		4		3		12		0		1		A				Y								900		4		G		G		A		CENTRAL AV		LOMITA AV		12		W		N		8/17/13		1925		4/19/12		634		21005		269		5		6		0		0				0		002		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		153393		5662616		-118.24614836800		34.11519310890		2012		1942		0		3		4		06		0		1		A				Y								900		5		B		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		FLETCHER DR		145		W		N		9/17/13		1942		5/2/12		750		39872		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		2T15		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21755				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		156517		5669782		-118.24495469000		34.11421007020		2012		1942		0		5		3		09		0		1		A				Y								2100		6		G		G		A		ROSWELL ST		SAN FERNANDO		52		N		N		10/7/13		1942		6/1/12		2020		35723		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11A89		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21804		A		N		A		H		-		B		D		0		Y		A				0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		157287		5679480		-118.25036593600		34.11943249260		2012		1942		0		5		3		12		0		1		A				Y				Y				1800		6		H		G		A		SAN FERNANDO RD		TREADWELL ST		3		N		N		9/30/13		1942		6/8/12		1500		40099		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL32		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		159777		5743182		-118.26284379400		34.11631902170		2012		1942		0		3		3		12		0		1		A				Y								1500		7		D		G		A		GLENDALE BL		GLENFELIZ BL		78		N		N		11/1/13		1942		7/4/12		1310		32996		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0		4T43		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		160217		5743165		-118.25869970600		34.12013714180		2012		1942		0		7		3		08		0		1		A				Y								1200		7		B		G		A		GLENDALE BL		REVERE AV		60		N		N		11/1/13		1942		7/8/12		1135		32973		1123		5		7		0		0		K		0		11TL21		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22107				N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		162294		5753389		-118.26191000000		34.11683000000		2012		1942		0		4		3		09		0		1		A				Y								1500		7		D		G		A		GLENDALE BL		MADERA AV		0				Y		10/26/13		1942		7/26/12		1200		32996				5		7		0		0				0				-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21801		A		N		A		H		-		A		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		164350		5796500		-118.26668619200		34.13870374100		2012		1925		0		1		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		D		G		A		RIVERDALE DR		KENILWORTH AV		20		E		N		11/23/13		1925		8/13/12		1842		20871		266		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21202		A		N		A		H		-		A		D		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		164598		5796499		-118.25499256000		34.12555683330		2012		1925		0		3		2		12		0		1		A				Y								2400		8		H		G		A		SOUTH BRAND BL		CERRITOS AV		8		N		N		11/23/13		1925		8/15/12		2134		21412		2		5		6		0		0				0		278		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21453		A		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		A		01		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		166563		5772785		-118.25273000000		34.12871000000		2012		1925		0		5		3		05		0		1		A				Y								2100		8		D		G		A		LOS FELIZ RD		GLENDALE AV		0				Y		3/4/14		1925		8/31/12		2029		21110		282		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21650		1		N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		L		04		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		168063		5845242		-118.24411051700		34.11768336740		2012		1942		0		5		4		09		0		1		A				Y								2100		9		D		G		A		AVE 32		ANDRITA ST		4		W		N		12/11/13		1942		9/14/12		2005		30083		1124		5		7		0		0		K		0		11T21		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		21802		A		N		A		H		-		C		D		0		Y		A		07		0		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		LOS ANGELES		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0

		169047		5801036		-118.25215000000		34.13225000000		2012		1925		0		5		3		12		0		1		A				Y								2100		9		D		G		A		GLENDALE AV		PALMER AV		0				Y		12/4/13		1925		9/21/12		2020		24111		283		5		6		0		0				0		003		-		N				0		0						0								N		2		A		-		22450				N		A		H		-		C		A		0		Y		A		01		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		-		-		GLENDALE		LOS ANGELES		CA		0		0
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ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
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Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
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ATP $
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Non-ATP $
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ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
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Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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